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In these thoughts of Schiller there lies much weight.
It is understandable that Schiller's age, whoso imported
knowledge of the Grecian world appraised the man of
Greece by the greatness of his bequeathed works, should
thereby over-estimate him beyond all bounds, inasmuch as
the peculiar beauty of Grecian art owed its uxistrna; in no
small measure to its contrast with the milieu from which
it arose. The advantage of the Greek consisted in the
fact that he was less differentiated than the modern, if
indeed one is disposed to regard that as an advantage ; for
the disadvantage of such a condition must at Irnst he
equally obvious. The differentiation of functions is
assuredly no product of human caprice; its origin, like
that of everything in nature, was necessity, Could one
of these modern admirers of the Grecian heaven and
Arcadian bliss have visited the earth as an Attic helot, he
might well have surveyed the beauties of the land of
Greece with rather different eyes, Even were it the fact
that the primitive conditions of the fifth century before
Christ yielded the individual a greater possibility for an
all-round unfolding of his qualities and capacities thia
nevertheless was possible only because thousands of 1m
fellow-men were admittedly cramped and crippled In
wretched circumstances. A high level of individual
culture was undoubtedly reached by certain figures, hut a
collective culture was quite unknown to the ancient world,
This achievement was reserved for Christianity, Hence it
comes about that, as a mass, the moderns can not only
rival the Greeks, but by every standard of collective
culture they easily surpass them, Schiller, on the other
hand, is perfectly right in his contention that our individual
has not kept pace with our collective culture; and it has
certainly not improved during the hundred and twenty
years that have passed since Schiller wrote—rather the
reverse; for, if we had not wandered even farther Jnto

